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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -1 7 are presented for examination. 



Specification 

2. The use of the trademark "JAVA" has been noted in this application. It should be 
capitalized wherever it appears and be accompanied by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the 
proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent 
their use in any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 



Claim Objections 

3. Claims 2-3, 6-9, 11-12, and 15-16 are objected to because they contain the 
trademark/trade name JAVA. The claim scope is uncertain since the trademark or trade 
name cannot be used properly to identify any particular material or product. A 
trademark or trade name is used to identify a source of goods, and not the goods 
themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name does not identify or describe the goods 
associated with the trademark or trade name. In the present case, the trademark/trade 
name is used to identify/describe the type of resource and, accordingly, the 
identification/description is indefinite. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 4, 6, 8, 13, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

a. The following claim terms are not clearly understood: 

i. Claim 6 recites, "dynamically adding ... without having to restart the 
web application and without losing session information". It is unclear how 
the addition of resources is performed without having to restart and 
without losing the session information. 

b. The following claim terms lack antecedent basis: 

ii. Claims 4, 8, 13, and 17 recite, "the group". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 10-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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8. Claims 10-13 are claiming a "system" but appear to be comprised of software 
alone without claiming associated computer hardware required for execution, which is 
not supported by either a specific and substantial asserted utility (i.e., transformation of 
data) or a well established utility (i.e. a practical application). 

9. Claims 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims are directed to a signal directly or 
indirectly by claiming a medium and the Specification ([0024]) recites evidence where 
the computer readable medium or memory is defined as a transmission media (such as 
a carrier wave). In that event, the claims are directed to a form of energy which at 
present the office feels does not fall into a category of invention. The following link on 
the World Wide Web is for the United States Patent And Trademark Office (USPTO) 
policy on 35 U.S.C. §101. 

< http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preoqnotice/guidelines101 20051026. 
Edf> 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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1 1 . Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA) in view of Beadle et al. (US Pat No. 6,766,373 
hereinafter Beadle). 

12. Regarding claim 6, AAPA teaches a method comprising: 

dynamically adding a Java resource to at least one web application in a web 
application server without having to restart the web application ([0004]). 

1 3. AAPA does not explicitly teach that the dynamically adding of a resource occurs 
without losing session information in the web application. Beadle teaches a system that 
would allow users to be switched over to other connections without losing session 
information (col 2 lines 39-47). 

14. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to include dynamically adding without losing session information. It is well 
known in the art that losing session information is unwanted behavior and such an 
improvement would be welcomed as evidenced by Beadle (col 2 lines 45-46). One 
would be motivated by the desire to be able to add resources in real-time without 
disrupting end users. 

15. Regarding claim 7, AAPA teaches that the Java resource comprises a Java 
ResourceBundle ([0005]). 
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16. Regarding claim 8, AAPA teaches the Java resource is selected from the group 
consisting of a new Java resource and an updated Java resource ([0021]). 

17. Claims 1-5, and 9-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA) and Beadle et al. (US Pat No. 6,766,373), 
further in view of Tyrell, III (US Pat No. 7,062,527 hereinafter Tyrell). 

18. Regarding claim 9, AAPA teach the method comprising: 

detecting an availability of the Java resource (wherein it is inherent that the 
resource must be available before it can be allocated); 

receiving a request for the Java resource from the web application (wherein it is 
inherent that the application requests the resource either directly or indirectly); and 

providing the Java resource to the web application ([0004]). 

1 9. AAPA does not teach the use of a resource lookup web application or the step of 
installing the Java resource and, once installed, advertising the Java resource to the 
web application. 

20. However, Tyrell teaches a server that periodically checks resource information 
and notifies hosts of any changes that may have occurred (col 13 lines 12-25). In the 
system of Tyrell, the resources are pooled together and the status is updated in a 
database (col 13 lines 26-31). Tyrell teaches that his system would be useful in an 
environment where servers are constantly starting up and shutting down. 
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21 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include a resource lookup application. One would be motivated by the 
desire to have a centralized database for checking the status of resource availability. It 
would have also have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, to install and 
advertise resources to web applications. One would have been motivated by the desire 
to notify the applications of changing resource availability as evidenced by Tyrell. 

22. Regarding claims 1-4, they are the rejected for the same reasons as claims 6-9 
above. 

23. Regarding claim 5, AAPA teaches installing the resource into the resource 
lookup web application causes the resource lookup web application to lose session 
information ([0004]). 

24. Regarding claims 1 0-1 7, they are the system and program product claims of 
claims 6-9 above. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 6-9 
above. 
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Conclusion 



25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric C. Wai whose telephone number is 571-270-1012. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs, 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng - Ai An can be reached on 571-272-3756. The fax phone number for , 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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